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BEFORE THE HARYANA REAL ESTATE REGULATORY AUTHORITY,

GURUGRAM

Date of filing of complaints : L7 .05.2023
Date of first hearing = 26.09.2023
Date of decision: 11.12.20?-4

Name of Builder M/s VSR Infratech Private Limited

Proiect Name "lL4 Avenue" at Sector lL4,Baighera Road, Gurugram

Case No. Case title APPEARANCE

cR/2728 /2023 Savi

t.
2.

M/s VSR Infra
M/s Band{
Ltd. ,, ", 't;

Sh. Geetansh Nagpal

fAdvocate for
complainants)

Ms. Shriya Takkar and Ms.

Smriti Srivastava
',[Advocates for respondent
no,1)

Sh, fagdeep Yadav
(Advocate for respondent

.*nO.2J

cR/2130 /2023

1.

2.

s q-l 4. !< !*i €',# &n *{ .} e* 44qs"^\ffi * $* **

Pvt.

CORAM:

ORDER
1. This order shall dispose of both the complaints titled as above filed before

the authority under Section 31 of the Real Estate [Regulation and

DevelopmentJ Act, 201,6 (hereinafter referred as "the Act") read with Rule

28 of the Haryana Real Estate (Regulation and Development) Rule s, 201 /

fhereinafter referred as "the rules") for violation of Section tt(4)[a) of thc

Act wherein it is inter alia prescribed that the promoter shall be

responsible for all its obligations, responsibilities and functions to the,

allottees as per the agreernent for sale executed inter se between thc

parties.

Page1ofl3 v

complaint No. z1z8 of
2023 and 2130 of2023

Ashok Sangwan Member



ffil{A?il?A
ffi- oURUcliAM

Complaint No. 2128 of
2023 and 2130 of 2023

2. The details of the complaints, reply to status, unit no., date of agreement,

possession clause, due date of possession, total sale consideration, total

paid amount, and relief sought are given in the table below:

Complaint
No., Case

Title,
and

Date of
filing of

complaint

Unit
No.

Date of
allotment
letter and
execution
of builder

buyer
aqreement

Date of execution of
Conveyance Deed and
tri-partite agreement

Total -- 
I

Consideration 
]

/
Total Amount

paid by the 
I

complainants 
i

in Rs. l

CR No.
2128

of
2023

Savita
Yadav

Vs.

M/sVSR
Infratech
Pvt. Ltd.
and M/s
Band M

Propmart
Pvt. Ltd.

F-57 on First
floor

334.|L sq. ft.
(Super Area)

30.05.2022

[Copy not
annexed)

trt I

CD':06.07.2022
'(Page 26 of complaint)

r'Tri-partite agreement
r,entpred on: Ll9.O7 .2022:i 

lPage t4 of reply)

TSC: -

Rs.40,00,299 /-
(Page 24 of
complaint)

AP: -
Rs.40,00,299 /-

(Page 32 of
complaint)

CR No.
zL30

of
2023

Neelam
Devi
Vs.

M/s VSR

Infratech
Pvt. Ltd.
and M/s
Band M

Propmart
Pvt. Ltd.

F-73 on Firstl
floor

334.98 sq. ft.
(SuperoTfrlJ

:=. lil

I

CDz 46.07.2022
(Page 26 of complaint)

Tri'partite agreement
entered on: L9.07.2022
(Page 60 of complaint)

TSC: -

Rs.39,99,996/-
(Page 61 of
complaint)

AP: -
Rs.39,99,996/-

(Page 61 of
complaint)

The compla
1. Direct tht

ft. per mo
2. Direct thr

in period

rinants in the a

: respondent tc
,nth from 1.5.07
: respondent [o
in the tri-par1

rbove compla
r pay lease rer
.2022 rill 14.0
assure and p;
cite agreemen

ints have sought the folk
rtal to the complainant @
7.2023.
ry future lease rental as pe
Lt in case the respondentr

rwing reliefs:
Rs. 93.33 per sq

r the 9-year lock-
; do not Day the
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3. The facts of both the complaints filed by the complainant(s)/allottee[s) are

also similar. Out of the above-ment[-o"ged case, the particulars of lead case

CR/212s/2023 cose titled ou "fa,{j[.qr!i;ga", V/s M/s VSR Infratech Pvt.
"\l 

/ t:;r" ! r"!':':';:: ;: ti': 
: :::

Ltd. and M/s Band M ,roffi# fiilt Ltd." are being taken into
-,

c o n s i d e r at i o n fo r d e c i d i n g t ep 
tl;.-q. 

ofT- 
B, 

o f th ese c a s e s .

' '-l' :::;':i:-i:_

Proiect and unit related details ; , ', 4,

The particulars of the project, the'details of sale consideration, the amount
a.. .: :

paid by the complaingyt{s), dalq of exeiution of,,builder buyer agreement
,::. -.: ,a .' I. ii ,:

and conveyance deed;have beenidelailed in the following tabular form:

CR/z725/2023 case;:fitte,das-'savitd Yadai v/s'M/s VSR Infratech Pvt. Ltd.

HAtlIl?&
Complaint No. 2128 of
2023 andZt3} ofZlZ3

OURUOtlAM
future lease rental, then they may be imposed a further penalty or interest.

3. Direct either respondent no. 2 to pay lease rental to the complainant as per the
tripartite agreement or respondent no. 1 to fulfill its obligations against the
complainant for not paying the lease rental.

Note: In the taUte referred above, ce.ta t
are elaborated as follows:
Abbreviation Full form
TSC: Total Sale consideration
AP: Amount paid by the allottee(s)
CD: Conveyance Deed

A.
4.

qnd 's Bqnd M P mart Pvt. Ltd.
Sr.
No.

Particulars
gs,

Details

1. Name of the proiect "7i4Avenue", Sector 114, Gurugram
2. Nature of the proiect Commercial Prolect
3. DTCP license :no. and

validity status
?"2'!6PZALli dated 27.07.2011 valid up
to 20.07.2024

4. RERA Registeredy'., not,
registered

FRogittered u": , ;

Vide 53 0f 20L9 dated 24.09.201.9
Valid till 3 L.72.20t9
vide t3 0f 2020 dated 30.09.2019
Valid till 31,.L2.2020

5. Unit no. F-57 on First floor
6. Unit area admeasuring 334.Lt sq. ft. (Super Area)
7. Allotment letter and

builder buyer agreement
30.05.2022
fCopy of both not annexed')

B. Conveyance Deed 06.07.2022
fPaee 26 of complaintJ
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9. Tri-partite agreement t9.07.2022

[Respondent no. 2 undertook the
responsibility to lease out the unit
purchased by complainant from
respondent no. L)

fPaee t4 of replyJ
10. Lease rental clause Clause 1 of tri-partite agreement

"1. After the receipt of the Possession charges
by the Developer, the ftrst lease rental to be
paid by the Aggregator to the Allottee shall
be @ Rs.93.33/- (Rupees Ninety Three and
P-aisua Three Three )nly) per sq. ft. of super

fpqi ,p,,f.premises per month with effect

11i,.,11t,",' 15,07,2022 till 74,07,2023

:t:llgieinofter referred to as the "Lease Rental").
i?;,,: ::t3;I1t,,tlte 

,q,ven{", a\Iottee fails to make payment

;asipef,.Schedule-1 attoched in the AFS, then
".tli'9,)iA,g Ugatiif $all not be liable to pay any
,l,ease'tRental'p,qst the expiry of due date of
payment,"

fPaee 15 of reply')
11. Total sale consideration Rb.40,00,299 1-,,,

fPaee 24 of, complaintJ
12. Amount paid by the

complainant
Rs.40,00,299 /-
fPage 32 of complaint)

Complaint No. 21-28 of
2023 andZt3} of2023

B. Facts of the complaint ,' .'. '

5. The complainant has ma,4e the fo[owi4g submissions in the complaint: -

a) That the complainant vide receipt dated 02.03.2022, booked a unit in the

project of the respondents called "1-!4 Avenue" situated at Revenue Estate

of Village Bajghera, Sector-L14,

b) That the respondents, upon such confirmation of the booking application,

allotted the commercial shop bearing no. F-57, first floor, admeasuring

334.11, sq. ft. to the complainant in the said project vide allotment letter

dated 30.05.2022.

c) That the builder buyer agreement was executed between the parties on

30.05.202 2 for a total consideration of Rs. 40,00,299 /- and the complainant

paid the entire amount as and when demanded by the respondent.
Page 4 of 13 v
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dl That during the period, the complainant, for paying such a hefty amount for

the said shop, took a loan vide mortgage dated 06.062022 from the

financial institution and deposited all the documents related to the said

property with the bank itself.

e) That the respondent handed over the possession of the unit to the

complainant and got conveyance deed executed in favour of the

complainant on 06.07.2022, an$ 
fffimplainant 

paid a total amount of Rs.

40,OO,2g9/- to the respond.na:. Jii,;";;1.,, 
,

! /; i.1:',*:i:,".i-' ;:i.i

0 Thereafter, the responder9:r*;*F:fwntrinant entered into a tripartite
,@'agreementdated19.%bffiLm*$ft,.,,.u'Pondentno.1isthe

confirming party, aqfl,fffp:*€Sresn$d$!,inb,f21is the aggregator, and the

complainant is the ffi& rurttr;{d6 Fer .tffi 1 
of the said agreement,

the respondent no. * ;ffi4,,, pay'tfte fiistile 
,1-Op "rent !o the complainant @ Rs.

$, ,,"?" tt .**;t [,i B$ $$ i!,i ., i +, ;;

e 3 .33 / - p er s q. rt. n d{md 
*." $.ffi 

,crLh g [fr@#,$oz .zozz ti I I 1 4. 0 7 .2 022,

which neither of the re,p;-9_#ffi$nqffi pffi,{- d#ti mplainant till date.
*"ffiM+-rd:, i:, :ig) That neither the respondbqtrd0a(,*UQg#'rhepondent no. 1, paid the lease

rental to the complaina:rt as ueffiT#,,r,,, a.nd cgnditions of the tripartite
i-r* & ,i

asreement dated tEWWWA* ffiffi.ffinpfffftr qa not abide as per the

terms and conditio+s" 
:th.qi :5tyT*!l*es;r:f?,t1,?na 

caused a breach of
-fr:

contract as per Sectidn43,and V4- fTW lh&ihn Coiitiact Act,tB72.

h) That, the conveyance deed dated 06.07.2022 makes no provision for

compensating the complainant for the non-payment of lease rent by the

respondents to the complainant. The complainant was not given any

opportunity to negotiate the terms of the said conveyance deed.

i) That the respondents have played a fraud upon the complainant and have

cheated them fraudulently and dishonestly with a false promise to pay the

Complaint No. 2128 of
2023 and2130 of2023

Page 5 of:r3 {
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Complaint No. 2128 of
2023 and2730 of2023

ffiGURUOIIAM
lease rent to the complainant within the stipulated period as per the

tripartite agreement. Hence, the complainant being aggrieved by the

offending misconduct, fraudulent activities, deficiency and failure in service

of the respondent is filing the present complaint.

j) That the respondent is guilty of deficiency in service within the purview of

provisions of the Real Estate [Regulation and Development) Act, 2016 and

the provisions of Haryana Real Estate [Regulation and Development) Rules,

20L7. The complainant nas su{3;,9$g"account of deficiency in service by

the respondents and as such th*ffi#dents are fully liable to cure the

deficiency as per the provisr$fiE$sf";ttre Real Estate (Regulation and

k) That the complainant is entitled to get the lease rental along with interest at

the prescribed rate from date of commencement of first lease till the date it

gets completed. The project in question is ongoing as defined under Rule

2[o) of the Rules, ibid.

C. Relief sought by the complainant: -

6. The complainant has sought following relief[s):
I. Direct the respondent to pay lease rental to the complainant @ Rs.

93.33 per sq. ft. per month from 1,5.07.2022 till 1,4.07.2023.

II. Direct the respondent to assure and pay future lease rental as per the 9-

year lock-in period in the tri-partite agreement in case respondents do

not pay the future lease rental, then impose a further penalty or

interest.

III. Direct either respondent no. 2 to pay lease rental to the complainant as

per the tripartite agreement or respondent no. 1 to fulfill its obligations

against the complainant for not paying the lease rental.

D' Reply by the respondent 
page 6 of 13"
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Complaint No. 2128 of
2023 and2730 of2023

7. The respondent no. t has filed an application dated 27.09.2023 praying for

dismissal of complaint qua the respondent no. 1 on the ground that

respondent no. 1 is merely a conforming party to tri-partite agreement

dated 19.07.2022 executed between the complainant and respondent no.

2. Same is evident from recital portion C, clause 8 and clause 74 of the said

agreement. Also, clause 15 of the said tri-partite agreement clearly states

that the complainant shall keep respondent no. 1 indemnified and

06.07.2022 in favor of the complainant and accordingly, the role and

responsibilities ot .;1,,Buo,,lde1t ,f \iasli d1.,,,,ve{op,ee with the complainant
{ E"' !: --',-tt Ef t!

terminates or end3i,-lHn:di''rib Elaih whatsO€ver remains against the

respondent no.1. ' _., ,1, 
i, I

8. On the other hand, r.ib'q[Hqqi lCr"a coniested the complaint on the
"E4u*q '*- 1 -**d*'

following grounds b{*w# ofiits .ruf$q.4K,0!i,R024: 
-

a) That complainrnt ,ffitffig$e .tirffo.&.pt,n$..zffilet out his property of

commercial unit bfi.T"l:p 
:nr; I ?l-"J_:9"_lPd ro,,q lhu first floor as per

4. li n ,: .; 1 * il'"4i, .f :i '::. .:' -x i I .. ..

provisional floor pla'hs"ailmba.srlrtn'!-a Super hi' of 334.11 sq. ft in the

project of LL4 Avenue, situated at revenue estate of village Bhajghera,

district Gurgaon, sector -L1,4, Haryana. On the request and assurance given

by the complainant that soon after taking the property on lease it would be

a source of income for the answering respondent, agreed to execute a

tripartite agreement with the complainant, the developer company and

the answering respondent. Under these circumstances, a tri-partite

Page 7 of 13
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Complaint No, 212B of
2023 and 2730 of 2023

agreement dated L9.07.2022 was executed between the complainant, the

developer and the answering respondent.

b) That in May 2022 the complainant approached respondent no. 2. The

complainant claimed and represented that the complainant is an allotee of

2 BHK flat bearing numb er 604 on the tentatively admeasuring area of

1250 Sq. Fit situated in Tower A 15, 6th floor, in the group housing project

named "Avalon Rosewood, Sector 16, Alwar Bypass Road Bewadi,

Rajasthan" being developed by fUls.A13lon [a unit of GRG distributor and
,, +. r ll . Y"t'I;"*)-r

developer Private Limited) i, tdfrtffif,$'.bf the same the complainant has

entered into a retail buyercq5ffi $k 27.08.201'4.

rmplainant b9i*gjUffi of the said flat, came to the
." 3 " @tr {f'-T1t*4# , i"* - ,

respondent with an of'ffiQsetl.ffil#hn qpi,j!! it to the respondent, as

the respondent wasgni#,f*iarch of propgrty ccin ently, the respondent

rlairrant agreed t9 sel.l, qut the said apartment.agreed to buy, and fficipm1
The complainant d#ffi+.pr"r.nt.al.to'th'd fe-spondent that the said

.tr{
apartment is free frohffie.rt;;of 

len.1;mbffpt 
inlunction, attachment

the compfaiiiki}€p't"f, ind of agreement to sell, sale
'*u*,,*.. . *T -.*#'

deed, lease deed, 0..["*_,u.u*lr-nuff *T":ls,finetc nor had executed any

document pertainingittl#hf saif,af,fr,gm.ent*h faVour of any other person.

The complaint was f,u'rthpr,r?,.ee=esB,p,ted flf th.at,,po,.stay has been granted
, .; 'tE"$ 1 : n,i+r+

by any court of law fbrth'b $aid ipaitment,'rior any notice of acquisition or

otherwise has been received by the complainant nor the said apartment

has been acquired by the government hence the said apartment is free

from all sorts of encumbrances, attachment, loan, lien, mortgage etc.

d) That in pursuance of the complainant's offer the respondent had accepted

the complainant's offer and the complainant being allottee of the said flat

and both parties agreed to a sale consideration of Rs 16,75,000/- the

Page 8 of 13
q/
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Complaint No. 2128 of
2023 and 2130 of2023

GURUOtlAM
entire sale consideration of Rs 16,75,000/- was paid to the complainant

through cheques and RTGS dated on 27.05.2022. That, all the expenses

wise stamp duty and registration charges for the restriction of the sale

deed were agreed to be borne by the respondent. The complainant agreed

to execute and register the sale deed in favour of the respondent upon the

offer of possession by the said developer. The complainant further agreed

to execute all the necessary documents to execute and register the

conveyance deed/ sale deed anr{,-."$spt,ugdated the record to the builder.

e) That prior to execution of ,n.,{f,,,ffi#ipartite agreement complainant
nfduiiLLr I r(r *f, i (rtr

agreed to sell/ barter her aparffi$hThe-said apartment was allotted in

the name of Mr. Raj t likiffiMkesh Kumar. As per the
ftIlh 'Et'Y. '' r" "a' 1 - a{f "}'

assurance given Uy tfd.fif,f$ldliiqruj Hits,flveiing respondent agreed to

purchase the aforesaid apartmbnt on payment, of Rs. 1,6,75,000/- along

paid by the answering

0 That it was agreed between the complainant's husband and respondent

above complainant pr& b"ry #**qbqryes44e$qdglaying the matter on one

pretest on the otrrerWeW&,$.tdffi$$#"ftLldrL -ra. a huge amount

to the complainant. Therefore, he repeatedly requests the complainant and

her husband to execute all the necessary documents in favour of the

answering respondent so that at the relevant time the conveyance deed

could be executed in favour of the respondent.

gl That however instead of executing any document with respect to the

apartment situated in Avalon Rosewood Alwar Bypass Road, Bhiwani,

with the remaining payment agreed to be

respondent to the Avalon Group.

,/
Page 9 of 13 v
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Complaint No. 2128 of
2023 and2t30 of2023

Rajasthan the tripartite agreement dated L9.07.2022 was executed by the

complainant in favour of the respondent no.2 and the developer.

h) That although as per the terms of the tripartite agreement, the lease

amount was fixed at the rate of rupees

93.33/- per square feet per month. However it was orally and amicably

settled and decided between the complainant, her husband and the

answering respondent that till such time the complainant and her husband

would not execute all the ne"c.e,f1,,ll{ documents with respect to the

apartment situated in Avaloh",lp,m.;*,qgd Alwar bypass road, Bhiwani,

Rajasthan agreed to be pJ"l.lte{e$igi :n. answering respondent no

payment to be paid in re*ffit4:**rid*lelsed tripartite agreement.

i) That instead of executittd' idd{[rn'"Unfi 'pertaining to apartment zBHk

flat, bearing no 604;'ffi$kffloor'tower,.{:15 situated in Avalon Rosewood

s roadj', 
I#H"1,, 

trfr?iiln tr,.,*..*t"n, false and frivolous
:U i'4 ' itil ..:.:q'

complainant has beein filed'by thb complainanil*elling false and baseless
"1, 

t t*. il 'r" 't .l t rl "'-
allegations therein. As trigfitigtiteA abov6'" tbims & conditions of the

: -. !.. lt,

tripartite agreement with,'r-.,|p,, dC tq" JIle paynr6nt to the lease amount are
"4q.--., * * 

,"*@*

not applicable till sg.9h-tim6, tti,ffiffiL,1apt a4Q her husband will not
.)&i rlu ii 1_ts tiit tIs I 'iiri) .:

execute the necessa"{$[i $bcirmeritqip$egnectlof thr apartment 2BHk flat,

bearing no 604, Ottrllt3ol t9w-gl ,\"{5:)\, Avalol resewood Alwar bypass
i; ri -i-iavodt-.0'iitr,6 

inswering respondent. Theroad, Bhiwani, Rajabthhfi ir

present complaint is not maintainable and thus liable to be dismissed.

j) That the complainant has approached the answering respondent to let his

property situated in F-73 located on the First Floor, commercial unit, 114

Avenue, Sector 114, Bajhghera, Gurugram, Haryana.

k) That although the answering respondent is not the developer against

whom the complainant could claim any right before this Hon'ble Court.

Page 10 of13 {
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2023 and 2130 of2023

ffi,GUI?UOIIAM
Even then as per the tripartite agreement on the basis of which the

jurisdiction of this Hon'ble authority is barred. As per clause 17 of the

tripartite agreement, only the sole arbitrator can decide the dispute if any

arises due to any violation of the aforesaid agreement.

l) That the present complaint is also not maintainable since the complainant

herein is seeking relief in the nature of the specific performance of the

contract for which this Hon'ble ryrlhority does not have jurisdiction. Clause

-17 of the tripartite agree*ent;tiieffibally provided for the Arbitration
ilnei-liH*r"1, 1i;;

Clause. Section L4 of the Specifti*B$ry,Act clearly provides for the nature
.r i i; *ri ;:

of a contract which cannffiehp,erci{i_fifl"fy enforced and includes a contract
i a'? *grv "' .lf "+tt:-qu*-

which is in its nature 'd6teimi$,AkklJt is =S'nbrnitted that the relief of
.; " "s "- "*.

setting aside of .rn.fffi" ,rA't$t" 4" "*& bgreement 
even on the

{ 

:i

finding that the breireh tvas gofi:flt$edlby.the.complainant is contrary to

mandate is Section itA qtSg-. cific Relief Act. 
)',,'.. ,'

m) That the complainant'hffmiiu.l$ fraud with Mr. Devendra Pandey the
\ia " ,:l -, '", '.,,-,*i3q*u+" ' - ''1" ' ...:

duly authorized signatory4lregndlpnf n0,,,,,?through whom the present
: ' '*.owi''

reply is being submifite$ n1 rurl"4*.v$n{ra"!r"l,f,;r Mr Devendra Pandey

had already paid H=ffrrna Br hshff-;,d'o' j- *&, 
the husband of the

complainant and the afoFe:q.|,g, lT?i* i:_butl8. 
uqpd by the complainant

r r- +i.e.i "'."'*:. Il +",r'i
and his family memtierS dndi thelrafe takin$ advantage of the same. In this

manner, no amount whatsoever is payable by the answering respondent.

By way of the present complaint want to put pressure upon respondent

no.2 to somehow extort money from it.

n) That a huge amount has already been paid by Mr Devendra Pandey for the

purchase of the said unit. No documents have been executed by the

complainant in favour of Mr Devendra Pandey. Now the aforesaid project

present false and frivolous has been filed by the complainant. The

tV
tPage 11 of 13
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ffiGUIlUGtlAM
is stuck within the litigation before NCLT and Mr Devinder Pandey already

got registered complaint before the Delhi Police dated 1'5.03.2024.

o) That the parties are bound by the terms and conditions mentioned in the

tripartite agreement. it is pertinent to mention here that the jurisdiction of

this Hon'ble authoritY is barred.

pl That the clauses of the tripartite agreement which is binding between the

complainant and respondent no. 2, both have agreed upon their respective

obligations and consequences ,I.f ,,rq 
of breach of any of the conditions

specified therein. In view of tlfe"my{,'the captioned complaint is not

maintainable in law and i, fi"iiffi#fifrismissed in Lamine. It is a well-

settled proposition of B*,**$il#l&ih,Xtr""F4pot travel beyond what is
"+/4:'rfl{d'i#ffid 

$fnqrate 
altogether a newprovided in the agleerrl_et

contract; the respongiUifryy of tfiH'etitriffilto ifrtlrpF"t the existing contract

E.

9.

appropriately and decide the rights and liabilities of the parties within the

four corners of the contract.

Maintainability of the comPlaint
The present matter pertains to a tri-partite agreement dated 19.07 .2022

executed between the parties to lease oUt the unit of the complainant after

the property in questibn has 6eenlbonveyed to the allottee through a

conveyance deed dated 06.07.2022.

10. So far as respondent no. L is concerned, the Authority is of the view that

the obligations and responsibilities of respondent no. 1 as a developer

come to an end after the execution of a conveyance deed in favor of the

complainant in terms of Section 11 [+)[a) of the Act of 201.6, except the

statutory obligations under the Act, 2016.

11. Herein, the conveyance deed was already executed by respondent no.1 in

favor of the complainant on 06.07.2022 and accordingly, the financial

obligations of respondent no. 1 as a promoter and the complainant came

Page 12 of 13 (
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2023 and2t30 of20Z3

ffiGURUGIIAM
to an end, except the statutory obligations under the Act, 201.6 and no

claim remairEagainst the respondent no.1. Further, there is no obligation

in the said conveyance deed dated 06.A7 .2022 to lease out the premises of

the complainant or to carry out the purposes of tri-partite agreement.

12. So far as respondent no. 2 is concerned, it is relevant to see the provisions

of Section 3L of the RERA Act,20'1,6 which provides as under:

Section 3 7 : Filing of complaints with the Authority..,
"37. (7) Any aggrieved person may file a complaint with the
Authority or the adiudicatinq.dffi,g1t as the case may be, for any
violation or contravention o/fftgrii6,6qyr$. ins of this Act or the rules and

estate agent, as the case may b
tlExplanation.-For the

?$,1.ri1",+d4,

lpf*{ftrs.'Sq.p-section "person" shall
include the association of allqttges or ony voluntary consumer
associqtion registered under any lay'f.or the time being in force....."

The respondent no. ?'iH:lip,6i15ui?-promoter Ror a real estate agent or an

allottee. Therefore, ffiQnden_g4q ] tldbsnot q,om 
.! 
within the purview of

L3. In view of the above, the ,, the Authoririty is of the view that the enforcement ol

tri-partite agreement does not lie within the jurisdiction of this Authority.
Ir

Therefore, the complaint is d

14. This decision shall mutatis mutandis apply to cases mentioned in para 2 of

this order.

15. Complaint stands disposed of.

16. File be consigned to the registry.

ok Sa

Mem

Regulatory Authority,

Dated: LL.L2.2O24

Gurugram
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